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PER CURIAM:

Douglas Bradley appeals from the imposition of a ninety-month

sentence for distribution of cocaine base in violation of 21 U.S.C.

§ 841(a)(1) (1988). Bradley's attorney has filed a brief in accor-

dance with Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), raising one

potentially meritorious issueCthat certified copies of Bradley's

prior convictions demonstrating the fact of prior legal represen-

tation should not have been considered by the sentencing court

because Bradley did not learn of their existence in time to suf-

ficiently investigate their validity. Without these copies, the

attorney argues, there would be no evidence that Bradley was

represented on either of these convictions and therefore they could

not have been used to increase his criminal history category under

Burgett v. Texas, 389 U.S. 109 (1967).

During the sentencing hearing Bradley's counsel expressed a

desire to have more time to investigate the certified copies of

conviction but failed to specifically object to their admission.

Accordingly, as we discern no evidence of plain error, we hold that

Bradley has waived review of this claim. United States v. Olano,

507 U.S. 725 (1993).

In accordance with the requirements of Anders, we have

examined the entire record in this case and find no other

meritorious issues for appeal. We therefore affirm Bradley's

sentence and require that counsel inform Bradley, in writing, of

his right to petition the Supreme Court of the United States for

further review. If Bradley requests that a petition be filed, but
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counsel believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then

counsel may move this Court for leave to withdraw from representa-

tion. Counsel's motion must state that a copy thereof was served on

Bradley.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal

contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

Court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED


